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REMARKS 

Claims 2-21 are pending herein. By this Amendment, claims 2 and 21 are 
amended. The amendment to claim 2 corrects its dependency from cancelled claim 1 to 
its replacement claim 21. Support for the amendment of claim 21 is provided, for 
example, by paragraphs [00021, [0003], and [0021] to [0025], and FIG. 1. No new 
matter is added by this Amendment. 

RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Applicant hereby elects Group (B), claims 6-20 drawn to a method of suppressing 
progression of renal disease comprising administering an oxaluric acid derivative 
represented by formula I or a pharmaceutically acceptable salt thereof. The election is 
made with traverse. 

The Examiner maintains that the inventions listed as Groups A and B do not relate 
to a single inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT rule 13.2 they 
lack the same or corresponding special technical features. According to the Examiner, 
the technical feature linking groups A and B is that they all relate to the oxaluric acid 
represented by the formula I, but the oxaluric acid is known in the art (EP 191735, JP 6- 
60152 and 61-183259). The Examiner asserts that the technical feature of an oxaluric 
acid represented by formula I does not constitute a special technical feature because it 
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does not define a contribution over the prior art. However, the references cited by the 
Examiner relate to a hypoglycemic agent, which lowers an abnormally high level of 
blood sugar to a normal level, and is useful in the treatment of diabetes. The references 
do not teach or suggest the treatment of renal failure or an agent for such treatment. The 
special technical feature of Groups A and B is a pharmaceutically effective amount of the 
compound of formula I or a salt thereof for the treatment of renal failure. This technical 
feature is not taught or suggested by the cited references. Accordingly, reconsideration 
and withdrawal of the restriction requirement is respectfully requested. 

RESPONSE TO ELECTION OF SPECIES REQUIREMENT 

In response to the election of species requirement, applicant hereby elects the 
species of 5-methyloxaluric acid, under the instant claims of the elected Group (B), 
claims 6-20. The election of species is made without traverse. Claims readable on the 
elected species are elected claims 6, 7, 8, 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, and non- 
elected claims 2-5 and 21. 

While it is believed that no fees are required for the filing of this document, the 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be 
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deemed necessary to Deposit Account No. 19-0089 (P32964). 

Respectfully submitted, 
NAIKI et al. 

Barry I.^ollander 
Reg. No. 28,566 

May 21, 2008 

GREENBLUM & BERNSTEIN, P.L.C. 
1950 Roland Clarke Place 
Reston, VA 20191 
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